
546 P03/04 AUG 18 '97 12:26
~, I II .~I~ r.~

r

' - -N60087.AA~0006~O---1
NAS BRUNSWICK

~_5020.3a__~

Lepage Environmental Services, Inc.
~. C.Box 11;5. Aubum, Ma'n, 04211.1195 • 207.7n.1O.t9. Fax: 2!J7.m-1370

August 1~~ 1997
File t41 OZ~l

Ms. Lowae Lofchie
Brunswick Area Citizens for a Safe Environment
P. O. Box24S
Brunswick, ME 04011

Subject: Review of the July 1997 Draft Final ReaxdofDecisiOJljor a Remedial Action at
Sites 4, JJ, QJld 13 .

Dear Ms. Lofchic:

As requested by the Brunswick Area Citi7.ePS for a Safe Environment (BACSE). Lepage
Environ~ Service&, Inc., u a consultant to Robert G. Gerber. Inc;.• hal reviewed the Draft Filial
Record ofpeci.vollfara RemedialActiO/raJ Sile,)·4. 1J, UI~ 13 dated July 1997. The docwnent was
prepared bY ABB &viranmalta1 Services, Inc., for the U. S. Department ofthe Navy for the Naval
Air Station Brunswidt (NAS Brunswick) located in Brunswick, Maine. In the subject docwncnt, the
Navy presents the final remedial action selected for tong term measures for soil and ground water
contamination assoc;iated with Site! 4. 11. and 13.

The Acid/Caustic Pit a.t Site 4. the Fire Training Area at Site II, and the fuel and waste liquid
underground storage tanks at Site 13 arc located within several hundred feet ofeach other. Bued
on environmental i~gations that began in 19.88, the Navy concluded thaL Site 11 was the primary
source ofground water contamination in the Eastern Plwne, and that Sites 4~ 13 arc no longer
contributing to ground water cootamioation in the EasLern Plume. In the £l1bject document. the Navy
stales there will be no' fUnhcr action for soils at Sites 4, 11. and 13, but that remediation and long
tenn monitoring ofcontaminated ground water in the Eastern Plwne will continue. The Na-vy will
be adding. wells to the monitoring program to further investj~atcground water contamination in the
vicinity ofSites 4. 11. and 13. The Navy will also consider the need for a.dditional investigation at
8uilding S84 at Site 4 should it be demolisJled in the future. .

BACSE PfOVided oral comments at the October 17, 1996~ public meeting held on the Siles 4,1/.13
Propm;e.d"Plan, which described the Navy's preferred option for long term measures for soil and
ground water at Sites 4, II. and 13. Written comments~ provided on the March 1997 Draft
Record ofDeCigOlI in our teller Lo )'OU dated April 3, 1997. The Navy has responded to most otthe
comments and questions raised. Our comments on the subject document are as tbllows:



i

f'aee 2 of2,,:August 16, 1~97

L. LoIclUo. Slta 4,11.13 Rcc.:orcl ofDcciIilOl1
'.:1

1. Pales 10. & 11. The Eastern Plwne. IS described in the text and on Figure 2 in the June 1992
Record ofilAc:i.)jonjor Qlllllluim &mediaJ A.clion at the EAslem Plume Operable Unit" is the
volatile ora8nic compound plume cttending from Sites 4.11. and 13 toward the eastern and southern
boundaries oftile base. The outline ofthe Eastern Plume on Figure 2 in the subject doaunent should
be red.rawn to show the entire extent of ground water contamination related to Sites 4, II, and 13,
not just the inferred area where concentrations exceed cleanup goals. The text on page 10 should be
revised as well.

1. Pages ..,o & 31. The Navy should explain why it beJicvc:s the futuR discharge point of the plume
is no lODB~projectcd to be Harpswell Cove. An explanation along the lines oCthe Navy's response
to commertt 13 in our April 3, 1997, letter might be appropriate.

3. Page 32. The overburden deposits on the base property are part ofa larger aquifer that extends
beyond NAS Brunswick property lines. Is the Navy certain that groundwater is not used'anywhere
in the aqui~ Are~municipal water supply wells located within the same aquifer? Please clarify,

~. i .

4. P&le 39~ The next.w.-Iast sentence on the page seems to imply that it is acceptable to discharge
volatile organic compounds to surface Wlter because they win either volatilize or be diluted. It also
seems to be at odds \¥ith the lut senlence, which states that the Navy will conduct additional
moni1~ if thep~ migrates beyond the last monitoring wells. lbe next-to-last sentence should
be rcvised;or removed.
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5. Pale5i Have there been any revisions to the estimate of 13 to 71 yean to attain cleanup goals
througho';t the plume? .

TOTf=.1L P.ffi


